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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-14 are pending in this action. 

Priority 

2. This application filed under former 37 CFR 1.60 lacks the 
necessary reference to the prior application. A statement 
reading "This application claims priority of German Application 
No. 19743758.3, filed October 2 nd , 1997." should be entered 
following the title of the invention or as the first sentence of 
the specification. Also, the current status of all 
nonprovisional parent applications referenced should be 
included. 

3. Acknowledgment is made of applicants claim for foreign 
priority based on an application filed in copending 
International Application no. PCT/EP98/06003 on September 21, 
1998. It is noted, however, that applicant has not filed a 
certified copy of the German application as required by 35 
U.S.C. 119 (b) . 

Information Disclosure Statement 

4. The information disclosure statement (IDS) filed April 3, 
2000 fails to comply with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97, 1.98 
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and MPEP § 609 because it does not contain an English 
translation of Document Nos. 0607493A2 or 4446286C1. The IDS 
has been placed in the application file, but the information 
referred to therein has not been considered as to the merits. 
Applicant is advised that the date of any re-submission of any 
item of information contained in this information disclosure 
statement or the submission of any missing element (s) will be 
the date of submission for purposes of determining compliance 
with the requirements based on the time of filing the statement, 
including all certification requirements for statements under 37 
CFR 1.97(e). See MPEP § 609 1 C(l). 



Claim Objections 

5. A series of singular dependent claims is permissible in 
which a dependent claim refers to a preceding claim which, in 
turn, refers to another preceding claim. 

A claim which depends from a dependent claim should not be 
separated by any claim which does not also depend from said 
dependent claim (See e.g. Claims 9-14). It should be kept in 
mind that a dependent claim may refer to any preceding 
independent claim. In general, applicant's sequence will not be 
changed. See MPEP § 608. 01 (n). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 
U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly 
pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant 
regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claims 1 and 5 recite the limitation ^performing regular 
processing" in Lines 22 and 21, respectively. The term, as 
applied to the system claimed in the invention, is sufficiently 
vague as to render the claims indefinite. Regular processing 
is commonly used without consistent meaning in the art. For 
example, depending upon the context of its use, the term regular 
processing for an application might involve stepping to a next 
instruction, or stopping processing altogether. The term has 
been further treated below by the Examiner as reading * taking no 
action" . 

Claims 2-4 and 6-14 are rejected as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
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8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention thereof 
by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another 
who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of 
section 371(c) of this title before the invention thereof by the applicant 
for patent. - 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American 
Inventors Protection Act of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual 
Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 do 
not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly 
or indirectly from an international application filed before 
November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the 
reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the 
amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

9. Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Nonaka et al . (U.S. Pat. No. 5,619,716) (hereafter 
Nonaka) . 

Claims 1 and 5 

Nonaka teaches a system and method for digital signal 
processing substantially as claim (See Abstract) comprising: 

*a data transmission unit" ("server"; fig.l, ref.10; 
col. 6, li. 52-55) ; 
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*a plurality of data processing units../' Nonaka teaches a 
client-server network in which data processing units ("clients") 
implementing a computer program are operable to communicate with 
each other (fig. 1; col. 9, li. 29-37); 

""each of said processing units.." Nonaka teaches assigning 
a revision identity characterizing its update status to a signal 
produced by the data processing unit (fig. 4, ref.2713; col. 8, 
li. 23-26) ; 

"one of said data processing units..." Nonaka teaches a data 
processing unit receiving a signal and performing a comparison 
to determine if the revision identity matches a stored revision 
identity (fig. 4, ref.2715; col. 3, li. 48-56); 

* said data processing unit..." Nonaka teaches regular 
processing the signal if the revision identities match and not 
performing regular processing of the signal if they do not match 
(fig. 2; col. 15, li. 2-29) (See also col. 5, li. 13-18). 
Claim 2 

Nonaka further teaches each data processing unit contains 
an analysis module for carrying out a version comparison 
("redirector update routine"; col. 6, li. 45-51; fig.l, ref.27). 
Claim 3 

Nonaka further teaches the system including a first 
database for storing the update status of at least one of the 
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signals ('version management table"; fig.l, ref.2750; col. 6, 
li. 61-64). Nonaka further teaches a second database storing 
the computer programs of all the data programming units, in 
addition to future revisions of signals and programs to be 
modified configuration management database"; fig.l, ref.15; 
col. 8, li. 52-61; ) . 
Claim 4 

Nonaka further teaches a service system for updating 
computer programs and the signals of data processing units 
(fig. 4, ref.2716; col. 3, li. 57-58). 
Claims 6-8 

Nonaka further teaches a stored revision identity in an 
analysis module in the data processing unit receiving the signal 
and in a database version management table within a redirector 
stored within a database; fig.l, refs. 2750, 27 and 25; col. 6, 
li. 61-64) . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
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the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

11. Claims 9-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nonaka. 
Claims 9-11 

Nonaka further teaches incrementing a revision identity 
characterizing the signal and the revision identity stored for 
the signal storing the last configuration information in the 
version management table"; col .5, li. 43-47) (See also col. 6, 
li. 61-64) (discussing version information stored as a numerical 
value) . Nonaka does not expressly teach that this value is 
incremented by the value of one. The Examiner takes official 
notice that at the time of the invention, it was well know that 
software versioning was commonly released in versions differing 
by a value of one. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention was aware that older releases (e.g. 1.0) were 
commonly updated with newer versions incremented by a value of 
one. Therefore, it would have been obvious to incorporate to 
increment a revision identity by the value of one at the time of 
the invention to indicate an action taken regarding the status 
of a version of software housed on the system. 
Claims 12-14 
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Nonaka further teaches providing an indicator to illustrate 
a revision identity characterizing the signal and the revision 
identity stored for the signal have been updated once the signal 
has been removed (""updating a configuration history database" ; 
col. 16, li. 44-50). Nonaka does not expressly disclose that the 
indicator is a negative mathematical operator (*-"). Nonaka 
teaches updating a revision history table to indicate that a 
prior version of software is no longer in use once a signal has 
been removed. This effect is taught by Nonaka as the creation 
of a line item in a configuration history database table. The 
use of a line item table displaying previous revision 
identifiers in a history table has the equivalent functionality 
of adding a negative mathematical symbol to a previous revision 
identifier. At the time of the invention, one of ordinary skill 
in the art would have been motivated to incorporate the negative 
mathematical operator as claimed into the method of Nonaka. 
The modification would have been obvious because one of ordinary 
skill would have been motivated to indicate previous revisions 
of a software element using a clear illustration of their 
status, as taught by Nonaka. 



Conclusion 
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12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Matthew 
Gubiotti whose telephone number is (703) 305-8285. The examiner 
can normally be reached on M-F, 8-4PM. If attempts to reach the 
examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kakali Chaki can be reached on (703) 305-9662. The 
fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned are (703) 746-7239 for regular 
communications and (703) 746-7238 for After Final 
communications. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to 
the status of this application or proceeding should be directed 
to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 



MPG 

June 11, 



2003 




